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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 1/19/10 
has been entered. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 9-12, and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lammi (USPN 5783293) in view of Maruko et al (USPN 5823890) 
and Murphy (USPN 5427378). 

It should be noted that instant specification recites that a multi-color cover layer 
is comprised of a "first material divided into an inner laver and an outer laver by an 
injected intermediate laver of a second material." See pg 9, Ins 15-17 of the instant 
specification. The multi-color layer is made of up three layers. 

In regard to claim 1, Lammi teaches the basic claimed process including a 
method of forming a golf ball (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); forming a core (col 5, Ins 1-39; 
figs 1-8); forming a single multi-layer over the core (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); selecting a 



Application/Control Number: 10/748,21 1 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1791 

material (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); providing a first portion of the material, wherein the 
first portion inherently has a volume (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); providing a second 
portion of the material, wherein the second portion inherently has a volume (col 5, Ins 1- 
39; figs 1-8); and injecting the first and second materials to form the multi-layers, 
wherein each injected material has an inherent volume that is a portion of the overall 
volume of the mold (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8). It should also be noted that the injected 
second volume of the second portion is inherently injected at an insertion rate (col 5, Ins 
1-39; figs 1-8). Lammi, however, does not teach a multi-color layer; providing a first 
portion of the material with a first pigment additive; and providing a second portion of 
the material with a second pigment additive, the second pigment being a different color 
than the first pigment additive. Maruko et al teaches a golf ball (col 1 , Ins 38-42; fig 1 ); 
and a single multi-color cover layer, wherein the layers have different colors (col 1, Ins 
38-42; fig 1 )~it should be noted that together the colored inner and outer layers of 
Maruko et al constitute a single multi-color layer. Maruko et al also inherently teaches 
that color additives were used. Lammi and Maruko et al are combinable because they 
are analogous with respect to golf balls. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to color the cover layers of 
Lammi as taught by Maruko et al in order to form a good appearing golf ball. Murphy 
teaches a golf ball including a material comprising light reflective active particles in 
order to produce a highly visible, reflective golf ball (abstract; col 2, Ins 38-42; col 3, Ins 
4-12; col 4, In 64-col 5, In 7). Lammi (modified) and Murphy are combinable because 
they are analogous with respect to golf balls. Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the pigment 
additive of Murphy into the first material of Lammi in order to form a highly visible, light 
reflective golf ball. In regard to claims 2-4, 9,12 ,such are taught by Lammi (col 5, Ins 1- 
39; figs 1-8). In regard to claims 10 and 11, Lammi does not teach forming a 
substantially white first portion; and forming a substantially translucent cover over the 
multi-color layer. In regard to forming a substantially white first portion, such is a mere 
obvious matter of choice dependent on the desired final product and of little patentable 
consequence to the claimed process since it is not a manipulative feature or step of the 
claimed process. Further, golf balls having a substantially white cover layer are well- 
known in the golf ball art. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to color the first portion of Lammi white in 
order form a good appearing golf ball. In regard to forming a substantially translucent 
cover over the multi-color layer, such is well-known in the golf ball art in order to form a 
good appearing golf ball. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to form a substantially translucent cover over 
the multi-color layer of Lammi (modified) in order to form a good appearing golf ball. In 
regard to claim 22, such is well-known in the golf ball art in order to protect the 
performance layers. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to provide a substantially translucent materiel upon 
the ball of Lammi (modified) in order to protect the performance layers of Lammi 
(modified). In regard to claim 23 and 25, such is a mere obvious matter of choice 
dependent on the desired final product and of little patentable consequence to the 
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claimed process since it is not a manipulative feature or step of the claimed process. 
Further, such configuration is well-known in the golf ball art in order to provide different 
playing characteristics. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to form first and second layers having less or 
equal volumes in the golf ball of Lammi in order to form a ball having different playing 
characteristics. In regard to claim 24, such is taught by Lammi. 

4. Claims 15-17 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lammi (USPN 5783293) in view of Maruko et al (USPN 5823890) 
and Murphy (USPN 5427378). 

It should be noted that instant specification recites that a multi-color cover layer is 
comprised of a "first material divided into an inner layer and an outer layer by an 
injected intermediate layer of a second material." See pg 9, Ins 15-17 of the instant 
specification. The multi-color layer is made of up three layers. 

In regard to claim 15, Lammi teaches the claimed process including a method of 
forming a golf ball (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); forming a core (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); 
forming a single multi-layer over the core (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); selecting a material 
(col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); providing a first portion of the material, wherein the first portion 
inherently has a volume (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); providing a second portion of the 
material, wherein the second portion inherently has a volume (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); 
and injecting the first and second materials to form the multi-layers, wherein each 
injected material has an inherent volume that is a portion of the overall volume of the 
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mold (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8). Lammi, however, does not teach a multi-color layer; 
providing a first portion of the material with a first pigment additive; and providing a 
second portion of the material with a second pigment additive, the second pigment 
being a different color than the first pigment additive. Maruko et al teaches a golf ball 
(col 1, Ins 38-42; fig 1); and a single multi-color cover layer, wherein the layers have 
different colors (col 1, Ins 38-42; fig 1)~lt should be noted that together the colored inner 
and outer layers of Maruko et al constitute a single multi-color layer. Maruko et al also 
Inherently teaches that color additives were used. Lamml and Maruko et al are 
combinable because they are analogous with respect to golf balls. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time the Invention was made to 
color the cover layers of Lamml as taught by Maruko et al In order to form a good 
appearing golf ball. Murphy teaches a golf ball Including a material comprising light 
reflective active particles in order to produce a highly visible, reflective golf ball 
(abstract; col 2, Ins 38-42; col 3, Ins 4-12; col 4, In 64-col 5, In 7). Lammi (modified) and 
Murphy are combinable because they are analogous with respect to golf balls. Thus, It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time the Invention was 
made to include the pigment additive of Murphy into the first material of Lamml In order 
to form a highly visible, light reflective golf ball. In regard to claim 16, such is a mere 
obvious matter of choice dependent on the desired final product and of little patentable 
consequence to the claimed process since It Is not a manipulative feature or step of the 
claimed process. Further, golf balls having a visible pigments are well-known In the golf 
ball art. Thus, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time 
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the invention was made to mold balls having visible pigments by the process of Lammi 
(modified) in order to form diverse golf balls. In regard to claim 17, such is well-known 
in the golf ball art in order to form a good appearing golf ball. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to form a 
substantially translucent cover over the multi-color layer of Lammi (modified) in order to 
form a good appearing golf ball. In regard to claims 26 and 27, such is taught by Lammi 
(col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8). 

5. Claim 18 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lammi (USPN 5783293) in view of Maruko et al (USPN 5823890) and Meyer (USPN 
4998734) . 

It should be noted that instant specification recites that a multi-color cover layer is 
comprised of a "first material divided into an inner layer and an outer layer by an 
injected intermediate laver of a second material." See pg 9, Ins 15-17 of the instant 
specification. The multi-color layer is made of up three layers. 

Lammi teaches the basic claimed process including a method of forming a golf 
ball (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); forming a core (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); forming a cover 
layer of multiple layers over the core (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); selecting a material (col 
5, Ins 1- 39; figs 1-8); providing a first portion of the material (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); 
providing a second portion of the material (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8); and injecting the 
first and second materials to form the cover layer within the filled mold, wherein each 
injected material has an inherent volume that is a portion of the overall volume of the 
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mold (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8). Lammi, however, does not teach a multi-color layer; 
providing a first portion of the material with a first pigment additive; providing a second 
portion of the material with a second pigment additive, the second pigment being a 
different color than the first pigment additive; and forming a substantially translucent 
cover over the multi-color cover layer. Maruko et al teaches a golf ball (col 1 , Ins 38-42); 
and a multi-color cover layer, wherein the layers have different colors. Maruko et al also 
inherently teaches that color additives were used. Lammi and Maruko et al are 
combinable because they are analogous with respect to golf balls. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
color the cover layers of Lammi as taught by Maruko et al in order to form a good 
appearing golf ball. In regard to forming a substantially translucent cover over the multi- 
color cover layer, Meyer teaches a golf ball having a translucent layer over a cover layer 
in order to form a shiny appearance (col 2, Ins 45-61). Lammi and Meyer are 
combinable because they are analogous with respect to golf balls. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
form a substantially translucent layer over the coyer layer of Lammi (modified) as taught 
by Meyer in order to form a good appearing golf ball, i.e., one that has a shiny 
appearance. In regard to claim 28, such is taught by Lammi (col 5, Ins 1-39; figs 1-8). 
6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to EDMUND H. LEE whose telephone number is 
571 .272.1204. The examiner can normally be reached on MONDAY-THURSDAY 
FROM 9AM-4PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra Gupta can be reached on 571 .272.1316. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

EDMUND H. LEE 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1791 

EHL 

/EDMUND H. LEE/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



